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* SOCIALISM.

II.

From what has already been said, it should be evident
how unfair it is to endeavour to dismiss the subject by de-
claring, for example, that Socialism seeks to abolish all
private capital, to confiscate all private property, and to
blot out all individuality of character. Of course Social-
ism has certain teachings on these points somewhat at
variance with the sclfish individualism now rampant, but in
reality they are far removed from any such sweeping asser-
tions as the above. Socialists believe, with Mr. Ruskin, that
it is impossible for an individual to amass a large fortunc
honestly, without in some way unduly taxing the labour
of other men, or profiting by fraudulent or dishonourable
transactions. Under the present conditions of inequality,
thercfore, many recommend the imposition of a heavy
progressive income tax, and think the government is jus-
tified in interfering in the relations between labour and
capital. The principle of the cumulative taxation is already
recoznized in most countries, in as much as incomes undera
certain amount are not taxed at all, and it does seem reason-
abic that the stronger man should bear the heavier burden
for the generalwelfare of the community. In Indiathe sys-
tem of taxation enforced by the Imperial Government, has
lately undergone some changes to further realize theidea of
a progressive income tax. Again it is thought desirable

by.some Socialistic schools of cconomy, that great national:

industries should be worked for the profit of the nation as
a whole. Here it must be borne in mind that such a
“revolution ” has been, and might again be cffected, with-
out any robbory or other injustice, and that it is a mere
question of expediency cither one way or the other. The
English Government has taken over the telegraphic enter-
prise, and the Imperial Government of Germany has
assumed control of the railway system, and the Chancellor
has just brought forward a scheme for a government
“Schnapps monopoly.” In cachcasc the change has been
effected peaceably and constitutionally.

Socialists, who arc thorough collectivists, advocate the
assumption by the State of all the instruments of produc-
tion, but this section by no means represents the most in-
fluential force in the Socialistic body. Many of the
Christian Socialists, on the other hand, lay down a fun-
damental rule to the cffect that “the state is neither
capitalist, i.or producer, nor director of works, but its-
mission everywhere is simply to guarantee rights.”

As for personal property the fullest use, consistent with,
the rights of others, would be allowed to the individual
who produces any wealth by his own exertions, yet a
distinction is made in regard to inheritances and bequests,
for the receiversof such do not possess the same rights as
the original creators of the property. This fact, also, is
even now accepted in part, seeing that a government tax
is placed on all legacies and the conveyance of property
And though Socialism lays great stress upon the social
bond and inculcates the duty of living more for others, it
by no means secks to efface individuality. Nay, ratherit
spurs on the wholesome ambition of the scparatc units of
socicty to perfect both themselves and the race by their
unselfish strivings for the common weal.  Socialists recog-
nise the fact that the community depends upon the indi-
viduals composing it, and therefore belicve that “in
rendering these individuals perfect lies the whole principle
and aim of society.” Nor do they look for a communistic
equivalence 1In respect of education, profession, or station
in life. Different classcs, defined not by birth but by merit
alone, would be quite consistent with a Socialistic state,
and remuncration would be awarded according to the
descrts of the person concerned.  The idea of paying an
cqual price for bad as for good work is Communistic, and
abhorrent to the * proportionate cquality ” advocated by
true Socialism,



